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Hon. Conrimissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Dear Sir: 

Applicants undersigned attorney, Terrence W. McMillin, disagrees with the 
Interview Summary relating to the telephone interview on June 2, 1 999. Applicant's 
attorney initiated the interview to determine whether or not it would be worthwhile 
to submit further arguments and amendments in response to the pending final 
rejection. In discussing these issues. Examiner Dastouri expressed his opinion that the 
disclosure of the application lacked detail regarding image enhancement and 
thresholding. 

Applicant's undersigned attorney did not anticipate and was not prepared to 
discuss the adequacy of the disclosure. No objection or rejection relating to the 
disclosure was pending or had ever been made. Applicant's attorney did point out 
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that some of the hardware and software used by the inventors were off-the-shelf 
itenns. Applicant's attorney did not say and does not agree with the following 
statement: "Mr. McMillin agreed that there is not adequate image processing details 
disclosed in the Application and devices utilized are mainly off-shelf items." To the 
contrary, Applicant's attorney believes the disclosure fully and adequately discloses 
the invention and supports the full scope of the claims. Moreover, the devices shown 
in the drawings, described in the application, and defined in the claims are not off-the- 
shelf items but are the invention of the Applicants. 

Applicant's attorney does agree that some of the elements, such as the camera 
and the computer with image analyzing software, are off-the-shelf items and are not 
the invention of these inventors. It is within the skill of one of ordinary skill in the art 
based on the disclosure of the application to select and obtain suitable materials. 
However, when the invention is properly considered as a whole, it would not have 
been obvious as stated in the final rejection. 

The Applicant respectfully submits the final rejection is improper and intends to 
appeal. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Terrence W. McMillin 
Registration No. 30,476 
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June 16, 1999 

GERSTMAN, ELLIS 
& McMILLIN, LTD. 
Two North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2010 

Chicago, Illinois 60602 
(312) 263-4350 



I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS 
CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING 
DEPOSITED WITH THE U.S. POSTAL 
SERVICE AS FIRST CLASS MAIL IN AN 
ENVELOPE ADDRESSED TO: 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND 
TRADEMARKS, WASHINGTON D.C. 
20231, ON June 16. 1999 . 



REGISTERED ATTORNEY FOR 
APPLICANT 

June 16. 1999 
DATE 
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